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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 4/28/08 have been fully read and considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Regarding line 14 and lines 20-21 on page 2 of applicant's remarks, applicant 
states that Taniguchi fails to disclose the optical transmission unit of claim 1 . The 
examiner respectfully disagrees. In column 18, lines 29-46, Taniguchi discloses in 
figure 10, element 33 is the optical transmission means that is placed between the first 
display unit 1 and the spatial light modulator 2, that performs as a second display, for 
directing and transmitting light emitted from first screen of element 1 to respective 
portions of the second screen of element 2. Thus, Taniguchi teaches the optical 
transmission unit disposed between the first display unit and the second display unit, to 
transmit light, which is emitted from portions of the first screen, to respective portions of 
the second screen. The examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established 
by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed 
invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either 
in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary 
skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In 
re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Inoguchi and 
Taniguchi, as a whole, for display high resolution, high quality images while minimizing 
crosstalk effects, as suggested in Taniguchi's column 3, lines 8-16. 
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Regarding lines 13-15 on page 3 of applicant's remarks, applicant states the 
Taniguchi fails to disclose the optical transmission unit recited in claim 1 . The examiner 
respectfully disagrees. In column 18, lines 29-46, Taniguchi discloses in figure 10, 
element 33 is the optical transmission means that is placed between the first display 
unit 1 and the spatial light modulator 2, that performs as a second display, for directing 
and transmitting light emitted from first screen of element 1 to respective portions of the 
second screen of element 2. Thus, Taniguchi teaches the optical transmission unit 
disposed between the first display unit and the second display unit, to transmit light, 
which is emitted from portions of the first screen, to respective portions of the second 
screen. The examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Inoguchi and 
Taniguchi, as a whole, for display high resolution, high quality images while minimizing 
crosstalk effects, as suggested in Taniguchi's column 3, lines 8-16. 

Claims 7 and 8 are rejected for at least similar reasons as claim 1 . 
Regarding line 20 on page 3 to line 2 on page 4 of applicant's remarks about claims 2- 
6 and 14-16, applicant asserts that Hasegawa fails to cure the deficiencies of Inoguchi 
and Taniguchi. The examiner respectfully disagrees. The examiner recognizes that 
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obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the teachings of the 
prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or 
motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. 
Cir. 1992). In this case, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teachings of Inoguchi, Taniguchi and Hasegawa, as a whole, for displaying 
high quality, high definition images, as suggested in Hasegawa's column 4, lines 38-43. 

Regarding lines 1 0-1 1 on page 4 of applicant's remarks about claim 2, applicant 
states that Hasegawa does not disclose a first and second luminescent layer emitting 
light. The examiner respectfully disagrees. In column 6, lines 64-67, Hasegawa's fig. 7, 
element 20 teaches wherein: the first display unit comprises: a first substrate, as 
disclosed in column 7, lines 15-20, element 1 of figure 7 is the substrate. In column 6, 
lines 60-63, Hasegawa discloses the first luminescent layer formed on the first 
substrate, said first luminescent layer emitting light so as to provide said first screen, as 
disclosed in column 7, lines 5-20, wherein element 13 of figure 7 can be considered the 
first luminescent layer for emitting light to the first screen. In column 6, lines 62-63, 
element 10 of figure 7 is the second display unit, and in column 6, lines 60-63, fig. 7, 
element 4 is the second substrate having a light transmission property. Hasegawa does 
not specifically disclose and a second luminescent layer formed on the second 
substrate, the second luminescent layer emitting light so as to provide the second 
screen. However, since the first display unit can have a first luminescent layer that can 
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emit light so as to provide the first screen, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to apply the second display unit for having a second luminescent layer 
formed on the second substrate, the second luminescent layer emitting light so as to 
provide the second screen so as to generate the electro-luminescence on the second 
display unit to produce high quality image data. 

The examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining 
or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there 
is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references 
themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. 
See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 
F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Inoguchi, Taniguchi and 
Hasegawa, as a whole, for displaying high quality, high definition images, as suggested 
in Hasegawa's column 4, lines 38-43. 

Regarding lines 18-20 on page 4 of applicant's remarks, applicant states that 
claims 3 and 4 are not disclosed by Hasegawa. The examiner respectfully disagrees. 
Since the first display unit can have a first luminescent layer that can emit light so as to 
provide the first screen, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
apply the second display unit for having a second luminescent layer formed on the 
second substrate, the second luminescent layer emitting light so as to provide the 
second screen so as to generate the electro-luminescence on the second display unit 
to produce high quality image data. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
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ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Inoguchi, Taniguchi and Hasegawa, 
as a whole, for displaying high quality, high definition images, as suggested in 
Hasegawa's column 4, lines 38-43. 

Regarding lines 5-6 on page 5 of applicant's remarks, applicant states that 
Taniguchi does not disclose the optical transmission unit has a same refractive index 
as either the first or second substrates as disclosed in claims 5 and 6. The examiner 
respectfully disagrees. In column 35, lines 55-59 and column 36, lines 10-14, 
Taniguchi teaches the use of the same refractive index for the associated elements of 
the display setup units. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to combine the teachings of Inoguchi and Taniguchi, as a whole, for display 
high resolution, high quality images while minimizing crosstalk effects, as suggested in 
Taniguchi column 3, lines 8-16. 

Regarding lines 10-13 on page 5 of applicant's remarks, applicant asserts that 
claims 9-1 3 are patentable because for similar reasons as claim 1 , and that Sonehara 
fails to cure the deficiency of Inoguchi and Taniguchi. The examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Claims 9-1 3 are rejected for at least similar reasons as claim 1 , and 
Sonehara meets the deficiencies of Inoguchi and Taniguchi. 
Thus, the rejection is maintained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 , 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 

over Inoguchi (5,945,965) in view of Taniguchi (6,094,216). 

Regarding claim 1 , Inoguchi discloses an apparatus for displaying a three- 
dimensional image of an object to be displayed (col. 7, In. 57-59), through a 
superimposing of a plurality of images of said object (col. 7, In. 59-63, plural images are 
synchronized and superimposed), which are placed so as to be apart from each other 
on a line of sight of an observer (col. 9, In. 14-37, Inoguchi discloses that in fig.1 , there 
are parameters that must be satisfied from the line of sight of the observer's eyes ER 
and EL, as disclosed in col. 7, ln.63 to col.8, ln.7), comprising: 

a first display unit having a first screen (col.8, ln.40-44, element 1 of fig. 1 is a first 
first display unit having a first screen); and 

a second display unit disposed so as to face said first display unit, said second 
display unit having a second screen, which is light-transmissible (col.8, ln.45-50, 
element 2 of fig. 1 is a second display unit having a screen that is light transmissible). 

Inoguchi does not specifically disclose an optical transmission unit disposed 
between said first display unit and said second display unit, to transmit light, which is 
emitted from portions of said first screen, to respective portions of said second screen. 
However, Taniguchi teaches the optical transmission unit disposed between the first 
display unit and the second display unit, to transmit light, which is emitted from portions 
of the first screen, to respective portions of the second screen (col. 18, In. 29-46, fig. 10, 
element 33 is the optical transmission means that is placed between the first display 
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unit 1 and the spatial light modulator 2, acting as a second display, for directing and 
transmitting light emitted from first screen of element 1 to respective portions of the 
second screen of element 2). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the teachings of Inoguchi and Taniguchi, as a whole, for 
display high resolution, high quality images while minimizing crosstalk effects 
(Taniguchi col.3, ln.8-16). 

Regarding claim 7, Inoguchi does not specifically disclose wherein: said optical 
transmission unit is provided so as to correspond to respective pixels of said first 
display unit and said second display unit. However, Taniguchi teaches wherein the 
optical transmission unit is provided so as to correspond to respective pixels of the first 
display unit and the second display unit (col. 18, In. 29-46, fig. 10, element 33 is the 
optical transmission means that is placed between the first display unit 1 and the 
spatial light modulator 2, acting as a second display, for directing and transmitting light 
emitted from first screen of element 1 to respective portions of the second screen of 
element 2, in that the variable spacer 33 is used for focusing the pixel data of the first 
and second display units, as disclosed in col. 18, In. 16-28). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Inoguchi 
and Taniguchi, as a whole, for display high resolution, high quality images while 
minimizing crosstalk effects (Taniguchi col.3, ln.8-16). 

Regarding claim 8, Inoguchi does not specifically disclose wherein: said first 
display unit has a first pixel block comprising a plurality of pixels and said second 
display unit has a second pixel block comprising a plurality of pixels, said first pixel 
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block corresponding to said second pixel block; and said optical transmission unit is 
provided so as to correspond to each of said first pixel block and said second pixel 
block. However, Taniguchi teaches wherein: the first display unit has a first pixel block 
comprising a plurality of pixels and the second display unit has a second pixel block 
comprising a plurality of pixels (col. 8, ln.40-44, element 1 of fig. 1 is a first display unit 
having pixel block data passing through, and in col. 8, ln.45-50, element 2 of fig. 1 is a 
second display unit having pixel block data passing through), the first pixel block 
corresponding to the second pixel block (col. 18, In. 29-46, fig. 10, element 33 is the 
optical transmission means that is placed between the first display unit 1 and the 
spatial light modulator 2, acting as a second display, for directing and transmitting light 
emitted from first screen of element 1 to respective portions of the second screen of 
element 2, in that the variable spacer 33 is used for focusing the pixel data of the first 
and second display units for correspondence of the pixel data from the first display to 
the second display, as disclosed in col. 18, In. 16-28); and the optical transmission unit 
is provided so as to correspond to each of said first pixel block and said second pixel 
block (col. 18, In. 29-46, fig. 10, element 33 is the optical transmission means that is 
placed between the first display unit 1 and the spatial light modulator 2, acting as a 
second display, for directing and transmitting light emitted from first screen of element 
1 to respective portions of the second screen of element 2, in that the variable spacer 
33 is used for focusing the pixel data of the first and second display units for 
correspondence of the pixel data from the first display to the second display, as 
disclosed in col. 18, In. 16-28). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
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skill in the art to combine the teachings of Inoguchi and Taniguchi, as a whole, for 
display high resolution, high quality images while minimizing crosstalk effects 
(Taniguchi col.3, ln.8-16). 

Claims 2-6 and 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Inoguchi (5,945,965) and Taniguchi (6,094,216) in view of Hasegawa (6,831,627). 

Regarding claim 2, Inoguchi and Taniguchi do not specifically disclose wherein: 
said first display unit comprises: a first substrate; and a first luminescent layer formed 
on said first substrate, said first luminescent layer emitting light so as to provide said 
first screen; and said second display unit comprises: a second substrate having a light 
transmission property; and a second luminescent layer formed on said second 
substrate, said second luminescent layer emitting light so as to provide said second 
screen. However, Hasegawa teaches wherein: the first display unit (col. 6, In. 64-67, 
fig. 7, element 20) comprises: a first substrate (col. 7, In. 15-20, fig. 7, element 1 is the 
substrate); and the first luminescent layer formed on the first substrate (col. 6, In. 60-63), 
said first luminescent layer emitting light so as to provide said first screen (col. 7, ln.5-20, 
fig. 7, element 1 3 can be considered the first luminescent layer for emitting light to the 
first screen); and said second display unit (col.6, In. 62-63, fig. 7, element 10) comprises: 
a second substrate having a light transmission property (col.6, In. 60-63, fig. 7, element 
4). 

Hasegawa does not specifically disclose and a second luminescent layer formed 
on the second substrate, the second luminescent layer emitting light so as to provide 
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the second screen. However, since the first display unit can have a first luminescent 
layer that can emit light so as to provide the first screen, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to apply the second display unit for having a second 
luminescent layer formed on the second substrate, the second luminescent layer 
emitting light so as to provide the second screen so as to generate the electro- 
luminescence on the second display unit to produce high quality image data. Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
Inoguchi, Taniguchi and Hasegawa, as a whole, for displaying high quality, high 
definition images (Hasegawa col.4, In. 38-43). 

Regarding claim 3, Inoguchi does not specifically disclose wherein: said optical 
transmission unit is disposed between said first display unit and an opposite surface of 
said second substrate to said second luminescent layer. However, Taniguchi teaches 
the transmission unit is disposed between the first display unit and an opposite surface 
of the second display unit (col. 18, In. 29-46, fig. 10, element 33 is the optical 
transmission means that is placed between the first display unit 1 and the spatial light 
modulator 2, acting as a second display, for directing and transmitting light emitted 
from first screen of element 1 to respective portions of the second screen of element 
2). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine 
the teachings of Inoguchi and Taniguchi, as a whole, for display high resolution, high 
quality images while minimizing crosstalk effects (Taniguchi col. 3, In. 8-1 6). 

Hasegawa does not specifically disclose and a second luminescent layer formed 
on the second substrate, the second luminescent layer emitting light so as to provide 
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the second screen. However, since the first display unit can have a first luminescent 
layer that can emit light so as to provide the first screen, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to apply the second display unit for having a second 
luminescent layer formed on the second substrate, the second luminescent layer 
emitting light so as to provide the second screen so as to generate the electro- 
luminescence on the second display unit to produce high quality image data. Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
Inoguchi, Taniguchi and Hasegawa, as a whole, for displaying high quality, high 
definition images (Hasegawa col.4, In. 38-43). 

Regarding claim 4, Inoguchi does not specifically disclose wherein: said first 
substrate has a light transmission property; and said optical transmission unit is 
disposed between said second display unit and an opposite surface of said first 
substrate to said first luminescent layer. However, Taniguchi teaches the optical 
transmission unit disposed between the first display unit and the second display unit, to 
transmit light, which is emitted from portions of the first screen, to respective portions of 
the second screen (col. 18, In. 29-46, fig. 10, element 33 is the optical transmission 
means that is placed between the first display unit 1 and the spatial light modulator 2, 
acting as a second display, for directing and transmitting light emitted from first screen 
of element 1 to respective portions of the second screen of element 2). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
Inoguchi and Taniguchi, as a whole, for display high resolution, high quality images 
while minimizing crosstalk effects (Taniguchi col.3, In. 8-1 6). 
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Inoguchi and Taniguchi do not specifically disclose the first substrate has a light 
transmission property; and the optical transmission unit is disposed between the second 
display unit and an opposite surface of the first substrate to the first luminescent layer. 
However, Hasegawa discloses the first substrate has a light transmission property 
(col.7, In. 15-20, fig. 7, element 1 is the substrate); and the second display unit and an 
opposite surface of the first substrate to the first luminescent layer (col. 6, ln.62-63, fig. 7, 
element 10 is the second display unit; col.7, ln.5-20, fig. 7, element 13 can be 
considered the first luminescent layer for emitting light to the first screen). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
Inoguchi, Taniguchi and Hasegawa, as a whole, for displaying high quality, high 
definition images (Hasegawa col.4, ln.38-43). 

Regarding claim 5, Inoguchi does not specifically disclose wherein: said optical 
transmission unit has a same refractive index as that of said first substrate. However, 
Taniguchi teaches using the same refractive index for the associated elements of the 
display setup units (col. 35, In. 55-59 and col.36, In. 10-14). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Inoguchi 
and Taniguchi, as a whole, for display high resolution, high quality images while 
minimizing crosstalk effects (Taniguchi col.3, ln.8-16). 

Regarding claim 6, Inoguchi does not specifically disclose wherein: said optical 
transmission unit has a same refractive index as that of said second substrate. 
However, Taniguchi teaches using the same refractive index for the associated 
elements of the display setup units (col.35, ln.55-59 and col.36, ln.10-14). Therefore, it 
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would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
Inoguchi and Taniguchi, as a whole, for display high resolution, high quality images 
while minimizing crosstalk effects (Taniguchi col.3, In. 8-1 6). 

Regarding claim 14, Inoguchi and Taniguchi do not specifically disclose wherein: 
at least one of said first substrate and said second substrate contains at least one of 
glass and plastic. However, Hasegawa discloses that at least one of the first substrate 
and the second substrate contains at least one of glass and plastic (col. 7, In. 15-20, 
fig. 7, elements 1 and 4 are substrates from glass). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Inoguchi, 
Taniguchi and Hasegawa, as a whole, for displaying high quality, high definition images 
(Hasegawa col .4, ln.38-43). 

Regarding claim 15, Inoguchi and Taniguchi do not specifically disclose wherein: 
said second display unit comprises an organic electroluminescence display device. 
However, Hasegawa teaches the use of an organic electroluminescence display device 
(col. 2, ln.49-51 and col. 6, In. 31 -32 and 36-37, Hasegawa discloses the organic EL 
panel 20). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teachings of Inoguchi, Taniguchi and Hasegawa, as a whole, for displaying 
high quality, high definition images (Hasegawa col.4, ln.38-43). 

Regarding claim 16, Inoguchi and Taniguchi do not specifically disclose wherein: 
said second substrate comprises a polymer film. However, Hasegawa teaches the use 
of polymer film on the substrate (col.7, In. 15-20, Hasegawa discloses ITO or 
transparent indium tin oxide is formed near the surface of the substrate 1 as illustrated 
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on fig. 7). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teachings of Inoguchi, Taniguchi and Hasegawa, as a whole, for 
displaying high quality, high definition images (Hasegawa col.4, In. 38-43). 

Claims 9-1 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Inoguchi (5,945,965) and Taniguchi (6,094,216) in view of Sonehara (5,053,765). 

Regarding claim 9, Inoguchi and Taniguchi do not specifically disclose wherein: 
said optical transmission unit comprises optical fibers. However, Sonehara teaches 
the use of optical fiber bundles for guiding light data to the display (col.1 1 , In. 34-44). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teachings of Inoguchi, Taniguchi and Sonehara, as a whole, for minimizing 
unevenness of image data displayed on screen for viewing so as to provide clear high 
quality images (Sonehara col.1, ln.44-47). 

Regarding claim 10, Inoguchi and Taniguchi do not specifically disclose wherein: 
each of said optical fibers has a core, said core having a smaller size than each of the 
pixels of said first display unit. However, Sonehara teaches the use of optical fiber 
bundles (col.1 1, ln.34-44, Sonehara discloses that in fig. 17, that each optical fiber has 
a center or core, and that the core is smaller than the pixel of the display unit). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teachings of Inoguchi, Taniguchi and Sonehara, as a whole, for minimizing 
unevenness of image data displayed on screen for viewing so as to provide clear high 
quality images (Sonehara col.1, ln.44-47). 
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Regarding claim 1 1 , Inoguchi and Taniguchi do not specifically disclose wherein: 
each of the pixels of said first display unit has a same shape as said core. However, 
Sonehara teaches the use of optical fiber bundles (col. 11, In. 34-44, Sonehara 
discloses that in fig. 17, that each optical fiber has a center or core, and that the core is 
smaller than the pixel of the display unit; col. 3, In. 64 to col.4, In .1 1 ; Sonehara discloses 
that in fig . 1 , the light guide members or optical fibers 106 are attached to the LCD 104). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teachings of Inoguchi, Taniguchi and Sonehara, as a whole, for minimizing 
unevenness of image data displayed on screen for viewing so as to provide clear high 
quality images (Sonehara col.1, ln.44-47). 

Regarding claim 12, Inoguchi and Tanuguchi do not specifically disclose wherein: 
said optical fibers are connected to at least one of said first display unit and said 
second display unit by an optical adhesive having a light transmission property. 
However, Sonehara teaches the use of optical fiber bundles (col.3, In. 64 to col.4, ln.1 1 ; 
Sonehara discloses that in fig.1 , the light guide members or optical fibers 106 are 
attached to the LCD 104 with some kind of transmitting adhesion material). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings 
of Inoguchi, Taniguchi and Sonehara, as a whole, for providing the optical adhesive 
having a light transmission property so as to minimize unevenness of image data 
displayed on screen for viewing so as to provide clear high quality images (Sonehara 
col.1, ln.44-47). 
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Regarding claim 13, Inoguchi does not specifically disclose wherein: said optical 
adhesive has a same refractive index as that of said core. However, Taniguchi 
teaches using the same refractive index for the associated elements of the display 
setup units (col. 35, In. 55-59 and col. 36, In. 10-14). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Inoguchi and 
Taniguchi, as a whole, for display high resolution, high quality images while minimizing 
crosstalk effects (Taniguchi col. 3, In. 8-16). 

Inoguchi and Tanuguchi do not specifically disclose the use of the "core". 
However, Sonehara teaches the use of optical fiber bundles (col.1 1 , In. 34-44, 
Sonehara discloses that in fig. 17, that each optical fiber has a center or core, and that 
the core is smaller than the pixel of the display unit). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Inoguchi, 
Taniguchi and Sonehara, as a whole, for minimizing unevenness of image data 
displayed on screen for viewing so as to provide clear high quality images (Sonehara 
col.1, ln.44-47). 

Conclusion 

2. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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